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authority t o  allow any par t  of t h e  claims 
mare than 6 years prior tu &he date the 
agency made payment. < '  

The Departaent af A g r f c u l t u ~ e  h i s  
question as to t h  dates t h a t  two claim 
adjustments are deemed to have accrued 
the cammencement of the 6- &E statute of fimi 
set forth at 31 tB*S.C' s 3 2(b),4 These clai 
basad on the agency's dets j.natiam t h a t  it wa 
compute the empLoyees' rates of pay upon agpok 
upun t h e i r  highest previous rats,  are viewed 
accrued on a daily basis. Thus, m y  unpaid portions crE the  
claims received in t h e  Gmwal Accounting Office mure t h a n  
6 years from t h e  date af accruaX arc barred from 
cansideration, 

The record ahuws khat: Ms. Mary J, Kampe and 
Ms. Narrtha R, Jahnoon were hired by the Sail Conservation 
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Se.rvict; on J 
tiveiy. The 
G.8-4, step f 
Covernrnant  service at h i g h e r  pay races* 

A t  t h e  time MS. KBlmpe'S MS, JohnSQnwS a 
mcnts  the Departm t of wgricult 'I personnel  man 
provided : 

" ( 1 1  I The pulicy of the Ff 
is ta 
permit 
are compelling administrative reasons to da 
~ther~i~e.'* Subchitpter 2-4atI) UE Chap- 
ter  531, U.S, Department uf Agriculture 
Perounnel ManuaX, 

By let tcs dated October 4 1  1983p 
PerSUflR&?l O f  t h e  soil COnSe?ZVE%tiOn %?2r 
upon t h e i r  appointment the  cam rasatian a€ both of 
employees should have bean bas 
r a t e  in accordance with t h e  I3 rtment of Agrpicul ture  
policy, Accordinglyt the age took corrective 
effective the gay- -p r iod  begi ng November 13,  f 
Soil Conservation Service  has c,?omguted t h a t  
underpaid i n  the amount of $7,6)5Q,37 during p e r i d  from 
January 7, 1935, through November I t ,  1983* and that 
Ms- Johnsun was underpaid in t h e  amount of $9,093.50 for t h e  
period €ram January 8, 1974,  th rough November 1 2 #  1983. 

The Departnent's National Finance C a n t e r  has adv i sed  us 
t h a t  the claims ~ Q E  retroactive pay adjustments were allowed 
for the period back to 6 years from t h e  date t h e  claims were 
first received by the Center. The Conservation Service, 
howeverr maintains that the claims are not barred by t h e  
6-year period of limitations set fcar th  at 31 U.S,C, 
5 3702fb), a r g u i n g  t h a t  the efaims did not accrue until 
October 1983, the date the Conservation Service's 
Director uf Personnel determined that the employees' rates  
a f  pay should h a v e  been established in accordance w i t h  the 
h i g h e s t  previous rate rule. AS support f u r  t h i s  p s i t i o n  
they cite 34 Comp, Gen. 605 (7955). The National Finance 
Canter d i s a g r e e s ,  noting that our decisions indicate that 
claims o f  t h i s  nature accrue un a daily basis on the day the 
services were performed and t h a t  any  part of the claim mare 

upon t h e i r  h ighes t  
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agency, Also ,  see Levetett: c4! 
62 Cowp, Gen, 275 { 
Gene 53 at, 59-68 f ?  
appeals decided by the C i v i l  Service Comission, 
cases# t h e  C i v i l  Service commission had e t e m i n e d  t h a t  the 

zrs those 

employsea involved had been imprclperLy s parated from their 
p s i t i o n z ; ,  q~hus, the employees were entitled k 0  backpay 
under the Back Pay A c t ,  5 U . S , C ,  5 5596, t h e  pro~isions of 
which authorize backpay for an ampPayee who i s  found by an 
appropriate  authority ts have undergone an u n j u  
unwarranted persjornnel action which results in t 

t h a t  
the designated agency has acted QC declined to a c t r  and the 
claim accrues as a whole un t h e  date of the administrative 

or reduction of p a y  or a&lowanceB, We held in 
the employee's s t a tu to ry  clainn is n u t  established until 

393 (Ct. Ct. 7948). 

- 3 -  



8-214245 

at; that: time. 
62 Camp. Gene 27 
Gen. 3 E3878). 
to claims a r f s i  
not taken due 
Muvenber 58 19 
t4ay 31, 19B3p w 

step increases 
19-year p&?riod 
followed t h e  r t h e  claim for 
backpay was t h e  
cumpensat i o n  wa 
d a i l y  basis. 
for backpay wh 
that t h e  claim was first.  received in this Office was barred 
from consideration. The claims for battskpay in t h i s  case are 
based upon the employing agency's failure to s e t  t h e  
empl~yee*s rates of pay upon appointment a t  the higher r a t e  
in grade, as was required by agency policy,., These claims 
accrued a n  a d a i l y  basis as of each day on which t h e  work 
was performed,  They d i d  n u t  accrue on the d a t e  the 
Personnel Director determined that the employees' pay should 
h a v e  been established at t h e  highest previous r a t e ,  
Accordingly, any p r t h o n  of the claims remaining unpaid 
which accrued prior to January 27, 1538, 6 years prior to 
t h e  date the cbaims were first received bn t h i n  Office, 
J a n u a r y  27, 3984, are  barred from consideration. 

failure Qf an 

As ta the portians of t h e  claims paid by the National 
Finance Center, the center s ta tes  that it allowed p 
r e t r o a c t i v e l y  6 years from the date on which the claims were 
received in t h e  National Finance Center. However, when a 
claim has  not bean referred tu our QjEtics for prior record- 
ing, an agency may pay only those items of the claim which 
accrued not more t h a n  6 years pr ior  to t h e  date  o f  payment, 
not 6 years prior t u  the agency's receipt a€ the claim, Sot; 
m n t a m a n g o ,  €I-1876413, August 2 8 ,  1980: and - FAA 

payment fo r  any part of the claim for the period mare than 
6 y e a r s  prior to the  d a t e  of payment by t h e  National Finance 

Technicians, B-200112, Dece~~ber 2 1 ,  1981. ACtsordinglyr 

C e n t e r  WbS d R  errOl'lC?UUS paqtmelmt s u b j e c t  Collection 
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